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SULRVEY OF CURRENT BUSINESS

Regional and State Income Gains
in 1972

TOTAL personal income in tha Na-
tion rase 3% percent last year, with
gaing of T3 percent or mors in sach of
the eight regions snd in all but two of
the States. The exceptions were North
Dekats (where income was up &Y
percent) and New York (whers incoms
waa up &) perceni}. Natiopally, con-
SUmer prices rose aboui 3 percent.
The personsl income gain in sll regions
and States snd in the Diatrict of
Columbia excesded the inerenss in
eonsumer prices by at least 2X percent-
&g points, so that the resl purchasing
power of coneumers apparently in-
creased at least moderately.

For the Nation a8 2 whole, per eapita
personal income (in current dollars)
wud up 7% percent from 1971 to 1972,
In all regions and in all but four of the
States, per capita income rose at least
twice as much 2s pational consumer
prices and real per capite income rase
significantly,

On a per capita basis, the largest
gains in current dollar personal in-
come—ranging from 10 to 11} per-
cent—were in lowa, New Maxico,
Wyoming, Tennessse, Arizonn, and
Miasirsippi. The emallest per capita
mcome gaing—from 5 to 6 percant—
were in North Dekota, Hawnii, Maine,
and Alasks,

For the most part, these changes
reflect the impact of agricultural jo-
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come. In the first group of States fom
meoe whe up substentially, in the
second group there were either losses
or only small gnins, The eifects of
agricalture are simply o reffection of
the volntility of farm preduction and
farm prices, In most nonfarm industriss,
substantial income gains are associated
with Bn incresse in the labor farce,
much of it etemming from immigration,
snd hence per cepita ineome rises less

then does totnl income In forming,

sherp changes in net income mainly
reflect changes in production and prices
tud not large chaages in labor inputs.

" Thus these changes in sgricaltures are

transmitted diractly into per capita
inoome.

The sccompanying table shows State
total end per capite personal income
suhuelly for each of the last 3 yoars.
The tables in the sccompanying srticla
ot ‘“Sensitivity of State and Regional
Income to National Pusiness Chyoles”
show total ponferm personal income
quarterly (seasomally adjusted at snnual
ratos} for the period 1960 through 1972,
Dats back to 1948 for total svd non-
farmn income are available upon request,

Nore.—The ﬂﬁm DRF.H Slate Hﬂﬂl-lllﬂ {0+
COME Were o ool Econamica
Division I:-];rr'B . Francia Daodlavalle, (Gordon

Lester, Jr., cod Steven Johnaon. Special
progeaming was dooe by David Cartwright
end Yvonhe Colline. The analysia wea
written by Eobert B. Bretolelder.
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Table L==Total and Per C-ﬂiah Pernonal
Income, by States and Reginmna

T-MHW!:M

P‘teaiu‘lta

WilNede of dnllars

3

ok

BEgage = gEssen

oy

sHgeal 3 gEany

AT

FTIT  —
Hxwblh . e e e B

262X
ERAZE

SE3EEES

B - u| BT,
Went 8, Cantral. ... 45,
MMoumibmln. . . .a._..] 25 848
Fucifle. ... ‘uuu.llm 18

BER

» Byalivnioary.
Moss —Detally sy Dak add to bbby becausy of ropasding.

Sour ol U.‘ﬂﬁlﬁll:;mrtumt of Commraros, Burcha of Bes-
Mlrma.



2k

4pril 2073

Earnings of persons engnped bn prodoetion |

SURVEY OF QURRENT BUSINESY

Tabte 2,—Feacent Change in Selected Shares of Fersonal Income, 197112
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